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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 8/5/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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4. Claims 1-2, 6-11 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kay et al. (US20020 144275, hereinafter Kay). 

Regarding claims 1, 11 and 16-17, Kay discloses a method of controlling content 
displayed on a television, comprising: 

providing control inputs (see [0027], lines 8-10 and [0057], lines 4-5) to the television 
(set top box 120/television 1 15, see Fig. 1), 

displaying content on the television (see[0027], lines 8-10 and [0057], lines 15-17), the 
content selected in response to the control inputs (see [0057], lines 4-5) by a controller (servers 
155 and 805, see Figs. 1 and 8) located remotely from the television (see [0057], lines 11-17 and 
[0065], lines 19-21), and 

communicating the control inputs (see [0028], lines 10-15) and the content (see [0030]) 
between the television and the controller via a bi-directional communications channel (see 
[0030] and Figs. 1 and 8). 

Regarding claim 2, Kay discloses communicating control inputs (see [0028], lines 10-15) 
and the content (see [0030]) between the television and the controller via a bi-directional 
communications channel (see [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8) comprising: 

converting the control inputs and the content to communications signals according to 
a protocol associated with the bi-directional communications channel (see [0028] - [0030] and 
Figs. 1 and 8), and 

transmitting the communications signals between the television and the remotely 
located controller (see [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8). 
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Regarding claims 6 and 15, Kay discloses control inputs include wired or wireless 
outputs from a device including a pillow speaker or control inputs connected to the pillow 
speaker, a keyboard, and a remote control (see [0027], lines 8-10). 

Regarding claim 7, Kay discloses obtaining the control inputs from an output port of the 
television, converting the control inputs to a protocol associated with the bi-directional 
communications channel, and transmitting the control inputs to the remotely located controller 
(see [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8). 

Regarding claim 8, Kay discloses converting the control inputs from the protocol to a 
format compatible with the remotely located controller, and applying the control inputs to the 
remotely located controller (see [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8). 

Regarding claim 9, Kay discloses obtaining the content from the remotely located 
controller, converting the content to a protocol associated with the bi-directional communications 
channel, and transmitting the content to the television (see [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8). 

Regarding claim 10, Kay discloses converting the content from the protocol to a format 
compatible with the television, and displaying the content to the television (see [0028] - [0030] 
and Figs. 1 and 8). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-4, 12-13, 19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kay (previously cited), as applied to claims 1, 11 and 16 above, and further in view of 
Budow (of record). 

Regarding claims 3 and 12, Kay does not specifically disclose a bi-directional 
communications channel is a serial bus. 

In an analogous art, Budow discloses a bi-directional communications channel is a serial 
bus (see col 8, lines 38-39). 

It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Kay's system to include a serial bus as a bi-directional communications 
channel, as disclosed by Budow, for the advantage of providing a cost efficient method of 
communication between a server and a client, as cable and synchronization difficulties make 
parallel communications impractical. 

Regarding claims 4, 13 and 19, Kay in view of Budow discloses a protocol is selected 
from a group including EIA/RS-232, EIA/RS-422, EIA/RS-432 and EIA/RS-485 (see Budow, 
col 8, lines 38-39). 

Regarding claim 21, Kay in view of Budow discloses content sources including 
prerecorded audio/video selections (see Kay, [0031], lines 1-4). 
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7. Claims 5, 14, 18, 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kay (previously cited), as applied to claims 1, 11 and 16 above, and further in view of 
Baumetal. (DE3 138648). 

Regarding claims 5, 14 and 18, Kay discloses a remotely located controller (servers 155 
and 805, see Figs. 1 and 8), but does not specifically disclose electrically isolating a television 
from a communications channel. 

In an analogous art, Baum discloses electrically isolating a television from a 
communications channel (see Abstract, lines 12-16). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Kay's system to include electrically isolating a television from a 
communications channel, as disclosed by Palm, for the advantage of avoiding electromagnetic 
interference. 

Regarding claim 23, Kay in view of Baum discloses an electrically isolated (see Baum, 
Abstract, lines 12-16) television content distribution system, comprising: 

a television and one or more control devices at a user location (see Kay, Fig. 1), the 
television operative to receive control inputs from the control devices in response to actuation of 
the control devices by a user (see Kay, [0027], lines 8-10 and [0057], lines 4-5) and further 
operative to output the control inputs (see Kay, [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8), 

a first interface unit (see Kay, [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8)connected to the 
television and operative to receive control inputs from the television and transmit the control 
inputs on a communication channel (see Kay, [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8), 
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the first interface unit further operative to electrically isolate the communication 
channel from the television (see Baum, Abstract, lines 12-16), and 

a controller located remotely from the user location (servers 155 and 805, see Kay, Figs. 
1 and 8), the controller operative to receive the control inputs via the communication channel 
(see Kay, [0028] - [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8), 

select content in response to the control inputs (see Kay, [0057], lines 11-17 and [0065], 
lines 19-21), and 

deliver selected content via the communication channel to the television (see Kay, [0028] 

- [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8), the controller (servers 155 and 805, see Kay, Figs. 1 and 8) being 
electrically isolated from the television (see Baum, Abstract, lines 12-16). 

Regarding claim 25, Kay in view of Baum discloses a first interface unit (see Kay, [0028] 

- [0030] and Figs. 1 and 8) includes an optical coupling isolation device to electrically isolate the 
communication channel from the television (see Baum, Abstract, lines 12-16). 

8. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kay (previously 
cited), as applied to claim 16 above, and further in view of Teng (of record). 

Regarding claim 20, Kay does not specifically disclose connecting each controller via a 
router to a server operative to selectively retrieve content from one or more content sources. 

In an analogous art, Teng discloses connecting a controller (LAN segment 31, see Fig. 1) 
via a router (hub switch 30, see Fig. 1) to a server (video server 12, see Fig. 1) operative to 
selectively retrieve content from one or more content sources (see Fig. 1). 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Kay's system to include connecting a controller via a router to a server 
operative to selectively retrieve content from one or more content sources, as disclosed by Teng, 
for the advantage of increasing the number of videos sources available to the server by 
connecting to a wide area network. 

9. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kay (previously 
cited) in view of Budow (of record), as applied to claim 19 above, and further in view of Teng 
(of record). 

Regarding claim 22, Kay in view of Budow does not specifically disclose content sources 
including the Internet. 

In an analogous art, Teng discloses content sources including the Internet (clients share 
video via LAN, see col 7, lines 14-18). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Kay in view of Budow to include content sources including 
the Internet, as disclosed by Teng, for the advantage of allowing clients to share video, thereby 
increasing the amount of content available to users. 

10. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kay (previously 
cited) in view of Baum (previously cited) and Budow (of record). 
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Regarding claim 24, Kay in view of Baum does not specifically disclose a 
communication channel is a serial bus that complies with a protocol selected from the group 
including EIA/RS 232, EIA/RS-422, EIA/RS- 432 and EIA/RS-485. 

In an analogous art, Budow discloses a communication channel is a serial bus (see col 8, 
lines 38-39) that complies with a protocol selected from the group including EIA/RS 232, 
EIA/RS-422, EIA/RS- 432 and EIA/RS-485 (see col 8, lines 38-39). 

It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Kay in view of Baum to include a communication channel is a 
serial bus that complies with a protocol selected from the group including EIA/RS 232, EIA/RS- 
422, EIA/RS- 432 and EIA/RS-485, as disclosed by Budow, for the advantage of providing a 
cost efficient method of communication between a server and a client, as cable and 
synchronization difficulties make parallel communications impractical. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHENEA P. SMITH whose telephone number is (571)272-9524. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 am - 5:00 pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Chenea P. Smith/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

/Hunter B. Lonsberry/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



